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their ways and get rid of these qualities, there will be
wars under any social system. A communist state will,
if it feels strong enough, certainly make war on other
states in order to destroy capitalism, and it is more than
probable that even if communism were the ruling system
in all countries of the world, dissensions would arise on
the way in which the system is to be carried into effect,
different ideas as to the true nature of communism would
create discord among parties and, the difference of races
contributing to widen the gulf, different opinions and
interests would soon lead to armed strife. Being a
question of the future, we can but say, this result is
very probable, no more.
We do not think that Marx himself considered war
as being the fruit of capitalism. Yet we are at a loss to
say where in his system he assigned a place to this terrible
phenomenon. Did he include it in the ideological super-
structure as he did politics and institutions ? Or is it,
perhaps, a productive force ? No doubt many tribes
lived on war; nations like the Romans grew rich and
powerful chiefly by war. Nevertheless it does not seem
possible that Marx would have included it under this
head. All these are not merely vain questions. They
prove how one-sided were the views of the founders of
the theory, and how carelessly they left out of considera-
tion whatever did not of itself, so to speak, fall in with
their first thoughts. It seems strangely illogical to make
internal struggles the basis of all development and to
treat foreign wars perfunctorily and incidentally when
they happen to be in question. Marx and his followers
are, for moral and political reasons, principally interested
in social questions and problems. Absorbed in them,
they gave no heed to many other phenomena, or threw
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